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Remarks/Arguments 

The following remarks are submitted in response to the Final Office Action 
mailed July 29, 2004. Claims 24-46 remain pending. Reconsideration, examination, and 
allowance of all pending claims are respectfully requested. 

In paragraph 1 of the Office Action, claims 24-31, 36-39, and 43-46 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lentz (US 5,834,692) in view of 
Mulks (US 5,721,394). With respect to claim 24, the Examiner states: "[i]t would be 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide 
Lentz with a bracket attached to the receptacle as taught by Mulks to provide a bracket 
that will support electrical connectors which will be in between the electrical device and 
the electrical cable, which supply electrical power, to facilitate the connection between 
the electronic device and the electrical cable." After careful review of the references, 
Applicant must respectfully disagree with the rejection. 

Claim 24 recites: "An assembly for enclosing one or more electronic devices, 
comprising: a receptacle having a wall forming a cavity having an opening and a flange 
surrounding the opening; a first structural member of the building, wherein the receptacle 
is attached thereto; a bracket attached to the receptacle and spanning the opening; an 
outer wall layer disposed at least in part over each of the receptacle, bracket, opening, and 
first structural member." Lentz teaches a universal air-vapor barrier box that contains 
grooves that may be cut to convert the barrier box into a foldable mode and enable the 
barrier to bend along the groove in the back wall. (Figure 9, column 2, lines 26-33) 
Mulks teaches "a number of removable connector panels (7) and (8), which mount to 
flanges (10) in the sides (1) of the box." (column 2, lines 36-38) However, "a prior art 
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reference must be considered in its entirety, i.e., as a whole, including portions that would 
lead away from the claimed invention." (MPEP § 2141.03) As can be clearly seen, 
Lentz teaches a receptacle that may have a foldable mode. By mounting a bracket, as in 
Mulks, that spans the opening of the receptacle, the receptacle would not have a foldable 
mode because the bracket would prevent the receptacle from bending. Thus, Lentz 
teaches away from using a bracket spanning the opening of the receptacle because one 
aspect of the invention was a foldable receptacle. For that reason, one of ordinary skill in 
the art would not have used Mulks to modify Lentz because Lentz teaches away from 
using a bracket. Therefore, claim 24 is believed to be patentable over Lentz in view of 
Mulks. 

With respect to claim 36, the Examiner stated: "it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide to Lentz with a 
bracket attached to the receptacle as taught by Mulks to provide a bracket that will 
support electrical connectors which will be in between the electronic device and the 
electrical cable, which supply electrical power, to facilitate the connection between the 
electronic device and the electrical cable." For similar reasons discussed above, as well 
as others, claim 36 is believed to be allowable over Lentz in view of Mulks. 

Because independent claims 24 and 36 are believed to be allowable, claims 25-35 
and 37-46 are also believed to be allowable for the reasons stated above, and since they 
add other significant elements to distinguish them from the cited prior art, 
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In view of the foregoing, Applicant submits that all pending claims are in 
condition for allowance. Reexamination and reconsideration are respectfully requested. 
If the Examiner would like to discuss the Application or its examination, please contact 
the undersigned at (612) 677-9050. 



Respectfully submitted, 
Craig A. Jacks 
By his attorney, 

Glenn M. Seager, Reg. ^ 36,926 
CROMPTON, SEAGER & TUFTE, LLC 
1221 Nicollet Avenue, Suite 800 
Minneapolis, MN 55403-2402 
Telephone: (612) 677-9050 
Facsimile: (612) 359-9349 



9 of 9 



PAGE 10110 » RCVDAT 11/2412004 12:02:43 PM [Eastern Ward Time] * SVR:USPT0-EFXRF-1/1 • DNIS:8729306 ■ CSID:6123599349 1 DURATION (mm«s):02-18 p ^ 



